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Commissioner for Patents 

The reply filed on November 26, 2004 and May 3 1, 2005 are not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of the following 
omission(s) or matter(s): The RSL is still incorrect. The current RSL (5/3 1/05) states that SEQ ID NO: 17 is a peptide of 12 residues, 
the RSL of 1 1/26/04 states the same. However, the originally filed RSL (8/18/00) states that SEQ ID NO: 17 is a peptide of 14 
residues. Which is correct? Further, the current RSL (5/3 1/05) has 34 sequences yet all other previously filed RSLs have only 28 
sequences. Applicants have not provided any comments regarding these 6 new sequences added to the current RSL. Is this new 
matter? Where is the support for these sequences in the originally filed specification? Although Applicants may be able to overcome 
the pending art rejections, the confusing status of the RSL does not afford the Examiner clear evidence that the claimed sequences 
were not disclosed in the prior art. Furtho:, claim 47 lacks proper antecedent basis in the recitation of SEQ ID NO: 19. See 37 CFR 
1.111. Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS from 
the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid abandonment. 
EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR L 136(a). 
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